When a remote .locator is triggered, it has the effect of shutting
everything inby that locator out of the system and the only resistance on
the system is the total of the variable resistors located in the untrlggered
remote locators outby the one that has been shorted.  The locator system
works by totaling up these resistances. Each remote locator is affixed with
a testing key or switch which shorts out the wires inby the resistors, thus .
having the same effect as if one of the heat sensors had shorted out the
wires.

The system was supposed to be adjusted so that if the test key on the
remote locator for No. 1 Main was turned, the indication in the lamphouse
should have been between 1 and 4.  When it was turned during Mr. Lawson's
test, it registered 18. The figures 18 does not correspond with any of the
designed readouts for the five belts. The readout for No. 2 conveyor should
be between 4 and 6, the readout, for No. 3 North should be between 8 and 10,
the readout for No. 1 North should be between 10 and 12, and the readout for
No. 1 Right should be between 12 and 14. A reading of 18 indicates that
there is a fire but does not indicate where the fire is located.

Inspector Lawson wrote Citation No. 842716 for the erroneous readout
at No. 1 Main. He then tested No. 1 Right but the remote locator test key
was inoperable at that location. The remote locator was replaced and in
its uncalibrated state gave a reading of 9.2. This reading would have
been impossible if the remote locator in No. 1 Main was still reading 18.
The resistances are additive and regardless of how this replaced remote
locator was calibrated, the readout in the lamphouse would have to be more
than the resistance being created at No. 1 Main.  The explanation is that
one of Respondent's technicians was at the No. 1 Main locator trying to
calibrate it for the correct reading of between 1 and 4 while the rest of
the tests were being made, or at least while some of them were being made
because some of the tests were made after No. 1 remote locator had been
properly calibrated. Citation No. 842717 was written because of the faulty
test key switch. The section cited, however, does not requre a test key
and the fact that a test key is not working does not keep the remote
locator from working. (TR 100\*/

The next test was made at No. 3 North and the Indication there was 10,6
which would indicate a fire in No. 1 North rather than No. 3 North.
Citation No. 8428718 was written for this condition.

The next test was made on the No. 2 Conveyor remote locator and the
reading was 1.8 which would indicate a fire on the No. 1 Main belt.  Citation
No. 842719 was written for this condition. Citation No. 842720 was written
because the indication on the remote locator in No. 1 North was 18.9 which,
as in the case with the original readout on the No. 1 Main remote locator,
would indicate a fire but would nnr -indicate its location within the belt

30 a.m., the second at 8:45. the
and the fifth at 9:30.  Inspector

contrary is rejected. abate a violation.of this type. Another inspector might have                                           'I
